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E Deſi ien of publiſhing 
this Conference, after it ha 
lain filent for Thirty Five 
Years, is to vindicate the 


Honour of Religion, the 


| uſtice oſ our Cauſe, the Inte- 
reſt of Truth, the Memory of his ſacred Ma- 


4 


jaſty, and the Reputation of two mo 


eminent and learned Divines from the + 


falſe. and rude Aſperſions of a modern - 
Hiſtorian* And truly, I am perſwaded, 
that when the Reader (hall have BE! 
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e he it, he will be ſurpriſed to thinks how 2 


Man of his Character ſhould be ſo ſupine- 
ly flothful as not to inform himſelf better; 
or ſo tranſcendently careleſs of the Pub- 
liek Faith, and his own Credit, as to 
perpetuate ſuch flagrant and notorious 
Falſities to Poſterity. eee 
I may with Juſtice demand of this 
Hiſtorian from whence he had that Nar- 
ration, Which he hath ſo confidently in- 
ſerted in his Book? Did he read the 
Conference it ſelf pen'd by either Side? 
Or did any one of thoſe any Noblemen, 
whom he aſſerts to have been preſent,or the 
Diſputants of his own Party, give him 
that Detail of it? That he could not be 
iuform'd by any of thoſe Ways is too 
notoriouſly Evident; for all, or any of 
theſe would have made him ſenſible, that 
the Subject Matter of the Conference 
was not The Rule of Faith, or the proper 
Judge in Controverſy, as he aſſerts; But 
the Real Preſence and Tranſubſtantiation. _ 
And now, candid Reader, Judge whether 
there can be any Relyance upon the In- 
tegrity of this Compiler, who, abſtract- 
ing from particular Facts or Circum- 
ſtances, knew not ſo much as the Sub- 
ject Matter of the Conference it elf. 
That this Cenſure may be cleared from 
the Imputation either of Harſhneſs or 
. | * #4 want- 


want of Reſpect, *will be AER. to ex. 
hibite the Narration it ſelf Whole * 


intire to the Reader? $ View. 
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7 he Hiſtory of England printed or * 
Tonſon 1720. 3d. Book, Chap. * 

to the Tear 1686. p. _ 
B Lawrence Echard: 


« His Lordſhip (the Earl of Fg 


being preſs'd 4 Fd out by the 


King's Sollicitations, at length told his 
Majeſty, that to let him ſee that it 
was not through any Prejudice of Edu- 
cation, or Obſtinacy that de perſever'd 
in his Religion, he conſented to hear. 
ſome Proteſtant Divines diſpute with 
his Popiſh Prieſts, and would (ide with 


* the Conquerors, Upon which the 
King readily appointed a Conference 


to be held at Whztehall; at which his 
Majeſty himfelf, - and ſeveral (1) Per- 


ſons of Honour were preſent with the 


Earl of Rocheſter. The 8 


Champions were Dr. Simon Patrick, 


Perſon of a clear Head and great Read- 
ing, and Pr. William Jane, a Man of 
deep Learning and famous for Pole, 


mic Divinity. Thoſe on the Popiſh 
Side were oneGiffard, a Doctor of WE. : 


; rome, and Mr. Tilden, who having turn'd 
* Roman 


——— 


Tbe Preface. 
4 Roman Catholick at Lisbonne, went un- 
der the Name of Dr. Goddez : And the 
«© Subject of the Diſpute was (2) THE 
C RULE OF FAITH, AND THE 
© PROPER JUDGE IN CONTRO- 
& VERSY. The Controverſy was very 
long, and at laſt the (3) Romiſh Doctors 

Were preſsd with ſo much Strength 
4 of Reafon and Authority, that they were 
« forc*d to quit the Field to their An- 
« tagonifts. Wikereupon the Earl of 
«© Rocheſter (4) openly declared, 7 haz the 
« Victory that the Proteſtant Divines had 
gained, made no Alteration in his Mind, 
& being before hand convinced of the Truth 
& of his Religion, and firmly reſolv'd never to 
« forfake it. (5) His Majeſty going off 
« abruptly and diſcontented, was heard to 
“ fay, He never ſaw a bad Cauſe ſo well, 
« or 4 good One ſo ill maintained. 

« have been further afſured by a (6) 
« private Hand, that in the latter End 
of the Diſpute, the Romiſb Prieſts be- 
« ing Non-pluſs'd by a particular hard 
„ Queſtion put on the contrary Side, 

4 aefired firſk an Hoars, and then 4 Weeks 
Time to conſider for an Anſwer. Upon 
« which the King in 4 Paſſion ſhould bid 
them go Home, and conſider their whote 

Lives. W e 


Thus 


A The Preſace. 
Thus far the Narration. The: firſt 
Part whereof is' preſum'd to be had from 
publick Notoriety ; the ſecond from a pri- 
vate Hand; tis expected then that Mr. 
Echard ſhould produce reſpective Vouchers 
for both; and bring along with them 
that particular hard Queſtion, I for my 
own Part will ſhew him an Example; 
far having read and tranſcribed the 
above-written Paſſages out of his Hi- 
ſtory, I ſhewed them to the Lord Biſhop 
Giffard, who, upon the Peruſal of them, 
fem?d much ſurprifed to find, that ſo 
famous an Hiſtorian, and who values 
himſelf on the Account of his Integrity, 
Fidelity and Exadtneſs in all he writes, 
ſhould have ſuffer' d himſelf to have been 
ſo far impos'd upon, as to have ſet down in 
i few Lines ſo many groſs Miſtakes, contra- 
ry to Truth, and very injurious to the 
Ferſons concern'd ; he was pleas'd alſo 
to afford me theſe following Atteſtations 
from bis own Mouth, _ 


Firſt, Therefore, whereas he affirms 
that ſeveral Perſons of Honour beſides bis 
Majeſty, the Earl of Rocheſter, and the 
four 'Diſpatavts, were | preſent at the ſaid 
Conference; my Lord Biſhop 7 poſi- 
tively declared to me, that there was 
not any Perſon whatever preſent at 0p 
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faid Conference beſides the Ring, the 
Earl of Rocheſter, and the four Diſpu- 
tants. nemme 


2aly, Whereas he ſays, That the Sub- 
ject of the Conference was the Rale of 
Faith, and the Proper Judge in Controverſy, 
Biſhop Gard declar'd, that the whole and 
only Subject of the Diſpute was concern- 
ing the Real Preſence of Chriſt in the 8a - 
crament, and Tranſubſtantiation, | 


zal, Whereas he affirms, That the Romiſh 
Doctors were preſs'd with ſo much Strength of 
Reaſon and Authority, that they were fore d 
to quit the Field to their Antagoniſts. The 
Bp. declar*d that *tis a very falſe and in- 
jurious Aſſertion; and which, tho? bold- 
ily ſet down by Mr. Echard, yet will hard- 
ly gain Credit, even with learned Pro- 
teſtants, who have perus'd that learned 
Book writ by Dr. Godden againſt the fa · 
mous Dr. Stillingfieet *; and who, from 
thence will eafily conclude, that he was 
not like to be ſo over- powerd by the two 
Proteſtant Diſputants as to quit the Field 
to them. And as to Dr. Giffard, the 
many publick Acts he ſuſtain'd in the 
Sorbonne; ſome whereof laſted from 2 : 
till 
N — OO". 


. '* Catholicks no 1dolaters, © © 
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T he Preface. 
till ſix in the Evening, another from ten 
till ſix ; and one from ſix till fix; and the 
publick Approbation, which the ten An- 
cient Doctors, who fat as Judges, gave of 
his Performance, will not let any reaſona- 
ble Perſon eaſily believe that he could be 
ſo far baffled, as Mr. Echard pretends, in 
a Diſpute which laſted not above two or 
three Hours, and where he was ſupport- 
ed by fo learned a Man as Dr. Godden. 

If thoſe learned Graduates of Oxford, 
who, as he was inform'd, were preſent 
at ſome of the Acts which that Doctor 
ſuſtain'd in the Sorbonne are yet living, he 
was confident that from what they ſaw 
of his Performance, and of which they 
then gave a very honourable Report, 
they would with Reſentment diſcredir 
the Account this Hiſtorian gives of his 
being Baffted and Non-plasd. 


46h, That whereas Mr. Echard adds, 
_ viz, That the Earl of Rocheſter openly de- 
clared the Vittory which the Proteſtant Di- 
wines had gain d, &c. There's not one 
Word of Truth in that fine Speech he 
makes for the ſaid Earl. All his Lord- 
ſhip ſpoke, except one Sentence in Favour 
of the Catholick Teſtimonies, was at the 
cloſing of the Conference; when he ſaid, 
That he had with great Attention hearkned 
— 4 4 17 


The Preface, 
to tht whole Conferexte; which, as he (aid, 
| had been managed with great Leurning os 
both Sides, and that he world take Time 19 . 
| 4 conſider of '/ 2678 ©. TEES TORE. - 


© f 
„„ 
7 : 


J, As to what he reports, that his 
Majeſty ſhould go off abruptly andiexpreſs 
* himfelf "ſo diſſatisfied ; all this was 
pure Imagination; there being not 
Þ> -emch as One Word of Truth in 
what he relates as to that Matter; His 
Majeſty neither ſhewing the leaſt Mark 
of Diſſatisfaction either in Words or 
Countenance. "ar = 


68h, As to what he relates from a 
private Hand, viz, That the Romiſh Prieſts, 
Mon- plus d -by 4 particular hard Queſti- 
on put by the tontrary Party, deſir d, Sc. 
All of it was meer Fiction; altogether 
Falſe and Injarious; as was alſo what he 
added, vis. That the King ſhould- bid 
them go Home, &c. For all that knew, or 
have ever heard of thoſe two Catholick 
Doctors will not eaſily believe that they 
could be ſo far to ſeek for an Anſwer to 
any Queſtions, that could be propoſed to 
them, eſpecially upon a Subject they had 


* 
- 


throughly ſtudied whilſt beyond the Seas, 
and had often had Occafion to diſcourſe 

_ of, ſince they came into England, = 4 
| 0 is 
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The Preface. | 


-.-*a His Lordſhip - WAS likewiſe pleas'd to 
tell me, that ſome Weeks after the ſaid 
Conference, he was inform'd that a Re- 


port was whiſper'd about, as if the Ca- 
tholick Doctors had been overcome in 
the ſaid Diſpute ; whereupon he waited 


upon Dr. Patrick, to know if he had 


given out any ſuch Report: To which 
the Dr. replied in theſe Words, That he 
had never ſaid any yauch Thing, nor in- 


| deed was there any Reaſon for ſaying it. 

If any One queſtions the Truth of 

What I have inferted here, as to the ſe- 
veral Particulars relating to the Confe» 


Tence ſo often mention d. My Lord Bi- 
ſhop Gifard is ſtill. living to ſatisfy 
them, that this Relation is Authentick 
and that I have ſaid nothing but 


what I had from his own Mouth, and 


who. alſo will ſubſcribe his Name to 


theſeAtteſtations, ifrequir*d, as an unexcep- 
_ tionable Teſtimonial for future Secarizy. 


As for the Relation of the Conference, 
together with the Obſervations annex'd, 
the Original Copies thereof, wrote by Dr. 
Godden, immediately after the ſaid Con- 
ference, are now in my Cuſtody. 


1 ſhall conclude this Preface with 
theſe Requeſts; the firſt to Mr. Echard, 
| Eo that 
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that he would be. pleas'd to Confront 
me, by publiſhing ro the World that 
Conference of the Rule of Faith and pro- 

per Judge of Controverſy, which he aſſures 
his Reader to have been the ſubje& 
Matter of that Diſpute before the Ning 
and the Earl of Rocheſter. The other 
to my Reader, of what Denomination 
ſoever, that he would not let himſelf 
be carried away by every idle Report; 
for I do aſſure him, that very Ramour, 
which was ſpread abroad in Dr. Patrick's 
Time, has been carefully and induſtri- 
ouſly handed down even to theſe Days, 
as a Sacred and Unadentable Truth; 
Whereas the ſole Foundation of it lies 
only in the ſtrong and imaginary Ficti- 
ons of Opiniators, Men too fond of them- 
ſelves, and their own Abilities, ac- 
cuſtomed to, and eminent for Miſrepre- 
ſentation, . TE: 4 


See 
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RELATION 


.OF A 


| CONFERENCE 


Before His MaAIEsTr 45d the Earl f 
Rocks TER, Lord High Treaſurer, 

concerning the Real Preſence and Trane 
| ſubſtantiation, Nov. 30th, 1686, 


24522445 18 Majeſt open'd the Con- 
HOC ference fy declaring the 


, — = Lord Treaſurer, and 
8 therefore could not but de- 
Fein ge and endeavour he ſhould 
be in the right Way, as he was ſatisfied him- 
ſelf was. And whereas his Lordſhip had con- 
fer'd with one or two * learned Men on 


3 | ' either 
— — ' — — — — 


; * Viz. Dr. Giffard and Dr. c 


1 | 
either Side, and receiv*d ſomething in Wri- 
ting from both, which had excited a Deſire 
in him to hear a perſonal Diſcourſe between 
them, his Majefty had conſented that two 
of each Party ſhould meet before himſelf 


to that Purpoſe. The Perſons named on 
the Proteſtant Side were Dr. Jane and Dr. 
Patrick, on the Catholick, Dr; Gifard and 
Tz. TC CT Nd Roa 
His Majeſty having thus open'd the 
Way, Dr. Giffsrd began to ſpeak of the 
Real Preſence and Tranſubſtantiation, 
which the Lord Treaſurer had deſired 
ſhould be the Point. The Subject of his 
Diſcofrſe was to ſhew, that it was held 
by the Fathers of the Primitive Times, 
beginning with Juſtin Martyr, and then 
proceeding to others; adding moreoyer, 

that the Teſtimonies he would produce 
ſhould be out of fuch Treatiſes in which 
the Fathers ſpake purpoſely of this Subject, 
as Juſtin Martyr in his Apology, St. Cyril 
and St. — 4 in their Catechiſtical Diſ- 
courſes, and St. Chryſoſtome and others in 
their Sermons. to the People, and not oc- 
caſionally, by the Bye, or by Way of Com- 
pariſon to illuſtrate ſome other Point. Con- 
cluding alſo, That ſuch a Doctrine could 
not poſſibly be brought into the Church, 
if an Error, but that the Time, the Place, 
the Perſons could be aſſign'd, when, and 


(32 
by whom it Was brought in; as in other 
Errors; and what Diſturbances and Com- 
motions it can d in the World. 

Dr. Jane replyd, That for the Primi- 
tive Fathers 
they could prove from their Teſtimonies, 
and alſo would name the Time when, and 
Perſons by am this Doctrine was firſt 
introduced, and What . it met 
with. _ 

_ Hereupon, 
ſion might be rightly ſtated between 
them, and to this End, cited the Words 
of the Council of Trent, ro ſhew, that 
what Catholicks believe in this Point, is, 
that the Body and Blood of our Lord are 
 Traly, Reelly and Sebſtantially contain'd in 


the _Exchariſt ; and that, by the Converſion 


of the Subſtance of the Bread and 
Wine into the Subſtance of his Body and 


Blood. 
They, on the other Side, own'd. the 
Bach and Blood to be Truty and Really Pre- 


ſept there, but not S«bfartialy, as to ũts 


Sabſtance, but Virtue; and fo without any 
Change of. the Subſtance of the Ele- 


ments. 
His Majeſty. interpo 10 and deſired to 
know in what their * differ*d from 


that . e if they own'd his 
99 97 e "wy 


they were on their Side, as 


Dr. Giffard deſired the Que- 
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Body to be: there Real) preſent togmhor 
8 the Bread. X 

Dr. Patrick anſwer'd, That it differ d in 
this, That they did not believe as the 
Lutherans do, that the very: Natural Bod wi 
of Chriſt was Really preſent there with 
the Bread; but his Spiritual Body; ſo 
called, becauſe by the conſecrated Ele- 
ments the Virtue of his natural Body was 
communicated to the worthy Receivers; 
that! is, the Fruit and Benefit of his Paſſion. 

To this Dr. Godden reply?d, That if this 
were all, the Sun would be (Real preſent 
1n the Bowels of the Earth: wile Mine- 
rals are produced; and the Body of Chriſt 
would have been Real in the Hem of his 
Garment, when he cured. the Woman of 
the Bloody-Flux ; ; whereas the Sun in 
Reality is any in the Heavens, and the Bok 
dy of Chriſt within its own Dimenſions. * 

Dr. Jane anſwer'd to the firſt Inſtance, 
that the Sun is Really in the Bowels of the 
Earth; and Dr. Patrick: to the Second, 
that Chrift was Really in the Hem of his 
Garment, becauſe Virtualyj. 

To this Dr. Godden meimdd, That if the 
Vi irtae be Really ſeparated from the B | 
(as in the Caſe "of the Eucharift) the Bod) 
is not Really where the Virtus is; but only 
where it exiſts in ef, and that however 
they might pretend a thing to be Real 

363 
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_ | 
preſent im its Virtue; yet this manner of 
Tpeakicg-would not agree to the Expreſſi- 
ons of the Fathers, when they ſay, that the 
Bread is changed, converted, transformed and 
#rani-elemented into the Body of Chriſt ; for, 
tho? wWe ſhould admit the Body to be really 
preſent in its Virtue, yet ĩt cannot be ſaid 
that the Body is converted or trans- elemented 
into it. Whoever ſaid, That the Body of 
Chriſt was converted into the Hem of his 
Garment; or St. Paal's into the Hand- 
kerchiefs, which, having touch'd his Body, 
cured 'the Sick ro whom they were ap- 


plied?ꝰ̃˖ 


Dr. Patrick ſaid, he did not ſee what 
Neceſſity there is of a Real and Subſtantial. 
Preſence of Chriſt's Body, if a Spiritual 
Preſence convey'd the whole Virtue of 
his Paſſion to us ; or how a Body could 
JJ... — 8 
To rhis Dr. Goaden anſwer'd, that if the 
Soul be nouriſf'd by Means of its Opera- 
tions, the Virtue ſeparate from the Body 
could not have the ſame Influence upon 
the Soul, as conjoimd with the Bedy, be- 
cauſe the Preſence of the Body Was much 
more apt to produce ffronger and more 
vigorous Acts of Faith, Hope and Charity, 
and ſo of all other Virtues, than a Figure 
can do; as when a King repreſents his 
own Coronation upon its Anniverſary-day, 
e the 
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Body to be there Real preſent tagerber 
. the Bread. 

Dr. Patrick anſwer'd, Thar it differ d in 
this, That they did not believe as the 
Lutherans do, that the very: Natural Bod 
of Chriſt was Realy preſent there wit 
the Bread; but his Spiritual Body; ſo 
called, becauſe by the conſecrate Ele- 
ments the Virtus of his natural Body was 
communicated to the worthy Receivers; 
that is, the Fruit and m__ of his Paſſion. 

To this Dr. Godden re y'd, That if this 
were all, the Sun would be Really preſent 
in the Bowels of the Earth where Mine- 
rals are produced ; and the Boay of Chriſt 
would have been Really i in the Hem of his 
Garment, when he cured the Woman of 
the Bloody-Flux; whereas the Sun in 
Reality is andy in the Heavens, and the Bok 
dy of Chrit within its own Dimenſions. 

Dr. Jane anſwer'd to the firſt Inſtance, 
that the Sun is Really in the Bowels of the 
Earth; and Dr. Patrick to the Second, 
that Chriſt was Real in the Hem of his 
Garment, becauſe Virtually. 

Io this Dr. Gadden rejoin'd, That if the 
Virtae be Really ſe 3 from the | 
(as in the Caſe of the Euchariſt) the Body 
is not Real where the Virtut is; but onl 
where it exiſts in itſef, and.that however 
they might pretend a thing to be Real 
Peta 
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preſent im its Virtue; yet this manner of 
ſpeakicg-would not agree to the Expreſſi- 
ons of the Fathers, when they ſay, that the 
Bread is changed, converted, transformed and 
fr ani-elemented into the Body of Chriſt ; for, 
tho? we ſhould admit the Body to be really 

eſent in its Virtue, yet-it cannot be ſaid 
that theBody is converted or trans elemented 
into it. Whoever ſaid, That the Body of 
Chriſt Was converted into the Hem of his 
Garment; or St. Paul's into the Hand- 
kerchiefs, which, having touch'd his Body, 
_ the Sick ro whom they were ap- 
* Dr. Patrick ſaid; he did not ſee what 
Neceſſity there is of a Real and Subſtantial 
Preſence of Chriſt's Body, if a Spiritual 
Preſence convey'd the whole Virtue of 
bis Paſſion to us; or how a Body could 
NNE ( 
anſwer'd, that if the 


To rhis Dr. Goaden 
Soul be nouriſh'd by Means of its Opera- 
tions, the Virtue ſeparate from the Body 
could not have the ſame Influence upon 
the Soul, as conjoim'd with the Body, be- 


cauſe the Preſence of the Body was much 
more apt to produce ſtronger and more 
vigorous Acts of <Paith, Hope and Charity, 
and ſb of all other Virtues, than a Figure 
can do; as when a King repreſents his 
own Coronation upon its Anniverſary-day, 


9 the 


1 
the Repreſentation is much more de, 
than if done by a Subſtitute or a Sta- 


And chat the Myſteries of Faith are ſu- 
pernatural and not to he meaſured by bu- 

man Providence, and the Wiſdom of God 
knows beſt what is moſt neceſſary ſor us. 
not diſpute. with Omaipotence. A 
TCruciſied Jeſus was a Stone of Offence' to 
the Jews, and Folly. to the Greeks, and yet, 
as this Jeſus told us, God io lov'd the 
World as to give his Ogly Son for it; and 
aſſured us hkewiſe, that his Fleſh was 
Meat indeed, which he would give for 
the Liſe of the World, and unleſs we did 


eat that Fleſh we had no Share in him. 


The 4rian and Sociman publickly de- 
clare that they can ſee. no Neceffity why 
a God ſhould die on the Croſs; for 
would it not heave dane 4s well, ſay they, 
if God had freely forgiven the Sins of Man- 
kiod, without ſuch an igaominious Re- 
proach ? But Reaſon and Faith teil us, 
that thoſe Condeſcentions, which ſhew 
the Goodneſs and Love of God towards 
us, are moſt ſuitable. and proper Metives 
ro raiſe our Affections of Gratitude, 
Adoration, Thankſgiving, Cc. towards 
. X 8 e D 
organ: be | or. 
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Dr. Patrick faid it was not a meer F are, 
but ſuch as an Inſtrument, which really 
conveys an Eſtate. A 


Dr. Gvnden reply d, That tho? an Inſtru- 
ment gave a lg Title, yet it did not give 
a real Poſſeſſion of the Eſtate, which yet 
would be neceſſary to receive the Fraits 
of ir. And then urg'd that the State of 
the Queſtion might be farther diſcuſs'd, 
as that which would give Light to what 
Here His Majeſty interpos'd, and de- 
fired. ſome Teſtimonies of the Fathers 
might be product. 
* r. Giffard produc'd firſt the Teſtimo- 
ny of St. Faſtin Martyr in his Apology 
to the Emperor, a Heathen, which he 
wrote on purpoſe to declare what was 
the Belief and Doctrine of Chriſtians ; 
and coming to ſpeak of the Euchariſt, 
his Words are theſe; That as by the 
Word of God, Jeſus Chriſt our Redeem- - 
er, being made Fleſh (or Incarnate) had = 
both Fleſh and Blood for our Salvation; 
So, in like manner, we are taught that 
this Alimony or Food (viz. Bread and 
Wine) by which our Fleſh and Blood 
are by their Converfion nouriſhed, being 
Euchariſticated, or bleſt by the Prayer pro-. 
ceeding from the ſame Word, is the Feb 
th | aud 
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and Blood of the ſame Chriſt Jeſus, who was 
made Fleſh for us. This is what St. Juſtin, 
about the Middle of the ſecond Century, 
* deliver'd as the Belief of the Chriſtians 
in his Time; which certainly he would 
never have .done in ſuch Terms, had he 
believed as the Proteſtants do, that the 
Fleſh and Blood of our Saviour were there 
only as in a Figare, or Virtae; but would 
much rather have told the Emperor, both 
to decline the Calumny caft upon Chri- 
ſtians, of eating and drinking Man's Fleſh 
in their Feaſts; and to facilitate the Be- 
lief of what Chriſtians believe, by telling 
him, that tho' they call it the Fleſh an 
Blood of Chriſt, yet in Reality, it is no- 
thing but Bread and Wine, bleſs'd by a 
certain Form of Prayer, and then receiv'd 
by them in Remembrance that Chriſt died 
for them. This would have been to ap- 
peaſe and mitigate: the Fury of the mi- 
ſtaken Pagans, a proper Deſign for an 
Apology ; whereas in expreſſing the Mat- 
ter in the Manner he does, it could ſerve 
for nothing but to confirm them in their 
Miſtake, and exaſperate their Minds. | 


To 
2—5—r—— —— —-— — 


* He died Anro 161, and Card. Perron ſaith, this Apes 
lbogy was writ but Forty Tears after St. Tohn's Goſpel. — 
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I0o this Dr. June ſaich That St. Juſtin, 
before the aboveitientioned Words having 
deſerib'd the Ceremonies-6f the Euchariſt, 

ſays, That Bread and Wine, and Water 
ure made the Bucharift, and that we do 
not receive theſe Things as Common Bread, 
and Common Drink; Which ſhews, he be- 
lieved them to remain fill Bread and 

Wine, but by Conſecration to have now 

another Uſe and Office, And Dr. Patrick 

reciting the Words in Greek * out of 
his Paper, affirm'd, that St. Juſtin 
believed, our Body and Blood to 
be nouriſhed by their Con verſion into 
them, after Conſecration, inferring from 
thence, that he could not believe them 

to be Subſtantially the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt, becauſe, no Man will ſay, that 
our Bodies are noutiſhed by the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, as they are by other 


W 33 
To Dr. Jane's Exceptions, Dr. Giff«rd 
reply'd, That St. Jaſtin might call them 
Bread and Wine after Conſecration, and 
ſay, that we do not receive them as 
Common Bread and Drink, becauſe oor 
remain ſuch in Appearance; as the Angels 
EE OO -. Who 
— — r 4 
7 * Oures ad vx 2x078 v raf dvr} xaey3s- 
gar regen, i; de dle. D ene perafoany Te U 
elle m oοννπνονντονν,ẽi,ο,e- Inos & o, D ding ανανα e 
St. Juſtin Mart, Apol. 2. ad ſine m. 
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who appear'd to Lots and Abrabam, were 
called Men, 'tho* they were truly Angels, 


but could not be ſaid to be Common Men. 


And that this muſt be St. Juſtin's Mean- 
ing, is evident from his Words, in which 
after he had ſaid, That we do not receive 
theſe Things as Common Bread and Wine, 
he preſently adds, as it were to explicate 
himſelf, that in the ſame manner that 
our Saviour being made Fleſh by the 
Word of God, had true Fleſh and Blood, 
the Bread and Wine being made the Eu- 
chariſt by the Word of God, are the Fleſb 
ang ee of the ſame Jeſas | Chriſt made 
enn. | 785 1 | WE 

To Dr. Patrick's Exception, Dr. Godden 
reply'd, That the Words by which our 
Fleſh and Blood are nouriſhed, are not to i 
be apply'd to the Word Food, in St. Juſtin, i 
after Conſecration, but before. Dr. Patrick i 
repeating the Words out of his Paper, 
ſaid, that they were apply'd in St. Juſtin 
to the Word Food, after it was made the 
Euchariſt ivynersnIfion Tegquy i} bs, c. Dr. 


Godden reply*d, That in true Grammatical 


Conſtruction, the Word ivxaern2d5ar or 
made Euchariſt, was to come after the 
Word reg, or Food, and what St. Juſtin 
predicates of it, viz. i 5s, by which our 
Fleſh and Blood are nouriſhed : So that 


the Senſe was, That the Food by which 


or 
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our Fleſh and Blood are nouriſhed, by 
Change, being made the Euchariſt, are the 
Fleſh and Blood of Jeſus made Fleſh. 
Here Dr. Patrick, with ſome Vehemency, 
proteſted, That, upon his Faith, it was 
as he ſaid; and Dr. Godden as vehement- 
ly reply'd, That, upon his Word, it Was 
as he ſaid. And when Dr. Patrick ſaid, 
that it was the common Belief of the Fa · 
thers, that our Bodies were nouriſhed by 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt in the 
Euchariſt, Dr. Godden reply'd, that in 
Caſe they took the Word Nouriſhment 
ſtrictly (Which was a Matter of another 
Diſpute) it did not follow from thence, 
that they believ d not the Body of Chriſt to 
be there; but 4 fortiori, that it was 
truly and ſubſtantially preſent, otherwiſe, 
it could not nouriſh. ““ 
Here His Majeſty was pleas'd to inter- 
poſe and ſay, That the Word Nouriſh- 
ment is not always taken in the ſtricteſt 
Senſe; but any thing may be ſaid to 
nouriſh, which preſerves and ſtrengthens, 
| . „ 
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* St. Irenzus, Lib. 5. C. 11. [ Gelaſius Cy zicenus, L. 
Act. Conc. Nicen. Greg. Nyſſen. Orat. Catechet. C. 37. 
St. Cyril Alexand. Apologyſt. p. 10. 12. Cap. adv. Orien- 
tal. & Lib. te. contr, Neſtor. and many other Fathers do 
aſſirm, That the Nouriſhment exhibited to our Bedies by 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, is a Title 
to Immortality, to the Reſurretion and Victory over Death 
and the Grave, by Communication of the Immortal Fleſh and 
' Blood of Chriſk, FE” TOES 4 
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in order to the End for which it is taken; 
and then deficedthem to go on with the 
nne oo] 1 Hood ! 

Dr. Jazz, to confront the T eflimeny, 
and conflem'| whit: had ben ſaid by Do. 
Patrick, alledg'd the Words of Origen, * in 
which he ſays, That the ſatiftified Bread, 
according tb chat -whicl it hath Material, 
or belonging to Matter, paſſeth into the 
Draught, and therefore the muſt believe 
it to be Bread. * 

Dr. Giffard aſe; [Thar the Words 
alledg'd were obſcure.; hut that the fame 
Father elſewhere ꝗ ex prefly declares it to 
be his Body in thaſe Wards. '* :When you 
receive the Holy Food, and chat incor» 
ruptible Banquet, when yqu partake of 
* rhe Bread of Life and Cup, you eat and 
drink the Body and Blood: of. our Lord. 

Then does our Lord enter under your 
Roof; do you therfore humble your ſelf; 
and imitating the Cesturion, lay, Lord 
* 1 am not worthy that thou ſaulaſt enter an. 
© der | my Roof, For where he enters un- 
, 1 there he enters to o the Judg- 
1 ment of the Receiver. 

What Reply was made, or Whether 
any or none, I do not remember. But 
Pr. Patrick return'd to a off the former 

oy Words 


* He died an Hundred Tears ter W. Jain | N 
1 Homil. 5 in Math. n n * 


.. 9d. 
Words cited by Dr. Jane, vis. That Ori. 
gen did not only uſe the Jauir or Material, 
but {xr Matter ; and therefore muſt mean, 
that the Matter of: Bread remain'd. To 
this Dr. Gadden reply'd, That the Diffe- 
rence as not much in this Caſe, for both 
might be underſtood of the Quantity and 
Accidents of Bread remaining. * And if 
Origen meant; that the very Body of Chriſt 
paſſed, by Digeſtion, into the Draught, it 
was an Error; and it is known, he had 
more than one, exploded by St. CHri ſoſtome 
and others of the Fathers, and by the 
JJ - | 
His Majeſty then deſired Dr. Gifard to 
| produce ſome other Teſtimonies of the 
Fathers, and accordingly he produc'd that 
of St. Cyril of 5 9 8 For as much 
© therefore as Chriſt himſelf does affim 
« ſo, and ſay of the Bread, This is my 
HBody Who from hence forward dare 
S <© have the Boldneſs to doubt of it? And 
= *<© whereas himſelf does in like Manner 
aver, and fay, This is my Blood, who, 
1 fay, can doubt, and fay it is not his 
© Blood? On a certain Time, at Cana in Ga- 
* (ilee, by his own Will, he changed Water 
into Wine, which has a Propinquity to 
- 47A 21 a MOT. Blood, 
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_ * Moreover du fignifies only that common Principle « 
Nature, which in all Converſions. remains tho' the Subſtance 
or Subſtantial Form be changed; whence the u ay ſtill 


he the ſame, and yet the Subſtance of Chrilt's Flelh and 
Blood be in the Euchariſt, 2 


(14) 
© Blood, and does he not deſerve to be cre- 
© dited, that he chang'd Wine into his 
Blood? For if invited to a corporal. 
Wedding, he wrought: ſo ſtupendious 
© a Miracle, have we not much more 
FReaſon to confeſs that he gave his own 
Body and Blood to the Children of the 
* Bridegroom? Let us then with all Cer- 
© tainty. receive the Body and Blood of 
* Chriſt. For under the Form of Bread is 
© there given to thee' the Body, and un- 
* der the Form of Wine, the Blood, 
that having received the Body and 
© Blood of Chriſt, thou mayſt be made 
« -Partaker with him of his Body and 
and Blood. Thus ſhall we become Chri-. 
« ſtopheri, that is, Bearers of Chriſt, by re- 
« ceiving his Body and Blood into our 
Bodies. — Do not therefore conſider it 
cas naked or ſimple Bread, or as naked 
« and ſimple Wine, for according to our 
« Lord's own Words, Ir is the Body and 
« Blood of Chriſt. For, albeit Senſe ſug- 
« peſt this to thee, yet let Faith confirm 
«© thee; Judge not the thing by the Tete, ⁵⁶ 
but rather hold it by Faith for moſt 
© certain, ſo as not to doubt in the leaſt, 
that his Body and Blood is given to thee. | 
When therefore you come to Commu- 
nion, do not come holding the Palms of 
« your Hands open, nor your Fingers 
* ens AI © ſpread, 
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© ſpread; but ſupporting your Right Hand 
© with the Left, as a certain Seat for it to 
© reſt upon, which is to receive ſo great 
© King, take the Body of Chriſt into 
© the hollow of your Hand, ſaying, Amen. 
Theſe are the Words of St. Cyril, which, 
Dr. Giffard ſaid, were fo clear for the Real 
| Preſence and Tranſubſtantiation, that he 
could not conceive how any Catholick 
Divine at preſent could expreſs them in 


. clearer Terms. 


And no doubt but the Proteſtant Adver- 
ſaries were . ſenſible of it, which made 
them think fit, in the. firſt Place, to call 
thoſe Works into Queſtion (out of which 
the Words were cited) as not truly St. 
Cyril's, and that, becauſe it was long be- 
fore they were publiſhed in Print; and 
when they were by one r it was 
very imperfectly, and that himſelf ac- 
knowledg'd it was neceſſary Lacunas im- 
plere, to fall up ſome vacant Places. 

To this Dr. Gifard reply'd, that there 
could be no Reaſon to doubt of the Works 
being St. Cyril's, becauſe they had been 
own'd of old by St. Hierom and others, 
and were generally admitted both by Ca- 
tholicłs and Proteſtants alſo, as truly his; 
till Rivetus, a Cal viniſt, thought it his In- 
tereſt to endeavour to put the Matter in 
Doubt by his frivolous Conjectures. | 
3 | Waving 
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Waring therefore this Plea, they an- 
ſwer'd to the Words, and faid, that St. 
Cyril by ſaying, that we are not to conſi- 
der the Things as he, that is, naked or 
ſimple Bread and Wine, ſufficiently ſhew'd 
his Meaning to be, that they were not 
the true and natural Body and Blood of 
Cbriſt, but ſpiritually or . Of ſo. 


But then, reply'd Dr. Gifard, if this 
were all, to what Purpoſe did he parallel 
the changing of Wine into his Blood at the 
Laſt Supper, with his having changed he- 
fore Water into Wine at Cana in Galilee? 
And why did he bid his Auditors not 
judge of the Thing by the Tafte ; and 
tell them they muſt believe without any 
Doubt; that tho? their Senſe ſuggeſted it 
to be Bread and Wine, yet it Was the 
Body and Blood of Chriſ ; Ki 

To this they anſwer'd, That being 4 
Compariſon, it was enough that there 
Was a Change in the Bread, vis. from a 
common or profane Uſe, to a Holy One, 
tho* not of the ſame Nature with that 
of the Water into Wine. And that the 
ſame St. Cyri! elſewhere had ſpoken as 
highly of the Change of Holy Oil, upon 
Account of the Virtue it receiv'd by 
Sanctification, as he does here of the 
Bread and Wine; expreſly 2655 that it 
was changed or transelemented. To 5 | 
fas | | | | r. 
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Dr. Godden replying, That , . 
could ſhew, that St. Cyril ſaid of the Oil, 
that it was changed or transelemented, yet 
they could not ſhew, that he any where 
ſaid, that it was changed or trans-elemented 
into the Thing whoſe Virtue it received; viz. 
the Holy Ghoſt; as he ſaid of the Bread ber 
ing changed into the Bod) of Chrift, 

Then Dr. Gifard proceeding to ſhew; 
that this was but a meer Evaſion, and that 
St. Cyril ſpake of a Change in Vatare, and 
not only in V/e or Office, from the Expreſs 
ſions in other Fathers, to that Purpoſe cited 

the Words of St. Gregory NMyſſen, in Orati 
Catech. © I do now rightly believe; that 
the Bread, ſanQify'd by the Word of 
© God, is thanged into the Body of God the 
« Word —— And herelikewiſe, as the Apo- 
„ ſtle ſays, The Bread is ſanctify'd by rhe 
Word of God and Prayer, not fo that it 
© becomes the Body of the Word, in 
© the like Manner as Food that is eaten ; 
but that it is preſently or forthwith; by 
© the Word; This is my Body, chang'd by 
© the Word, into his Body: — And theſe 
Things he gives us (that is; his Body and 
* his Blood) by Virtue of his Benedictionz 
© the Nature of thoſe Things which ap! 
6 pear (vir. Bread and Wine) being trans 
* elemented into it. os wot. 


* 


* 
* 
” 
* 


* * R 
1 
5 * 


* 


All xhis, they ſaid, might be underſtocd BW 
of a Sprritadl or Virtual Change, nat in V- 
ture but in Office; and for the Word Na- 
ture, Dr. Patrick ſaid, that it is often us d 
for the Nataral Properties or FVirtue of a 
Thing, and not for the Sabfaxce. Which 
Dr. Goaden defired might be taken Notice i 
95 and remembred againſt a due Occa+s W 
Ion. ONES | 1 ; 
Dr. Gifars, to ſhew that the Fathers 
meant a Change, not only in Office, but in 
Subſtance, produc'd the Words of St. Amùraſe; 
Lib. de Initiandis, where having propoſed 
this Objection, vis. You may, perhaps, ſay 
I ſee another Thing, how do youſhew that 
I receive the Body of Chriſt? Returns this 
Anſwer, That the Power and Efficacy of 
the Benediftion is greater than that of Nas 
_ . tare, becauſe the very Nature itſelf is 
chapged by the Benediction; and ha- 
ving ſubjoin'd the Examples of * Moſes his 
Rod being changed into a Serpent, and 
then again, the Serpent changed into the 
Nature of a Rod; of the Waters of At 
being chang'd into Blood, and the Blood 
again chang'd into the Nature of the Was» 
ters, and other miraculous Changes wrought 
by the ſame Moſes and other Prophets; 
He goes on in theſe Words. Here then 
we ſee, the Power of Grace to be greater 
than that of Mature. — And ob the 
by fe = 
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Benediction of thoſe who were but Men, 
was of ſuch Efficacy as to change Nature, 
what do we ſay of the Div ine Conſecra- 
tion it ſelf, Where the very Words of 


our Lord and Saviour do operate? For, 


this Sacrament which thou receiveſt, is 
made by the Word of Chriſt; and if the 
Word of Elias had ſo great Power, as to 
make Fire come down from Heaven, ſha 

2 the Word of Chriſt have ſo much Ei- 


1cAty as to change the Species (or Na- 
tures) j of the Elements ? (vis. Bread and 
Wine.) Thou haſt read, how he 
ſpake the Word, and all Things were 
made: The Word therefore of Chriſt, 
which was able to make that to Be, which 
had no Being, can it not change the 
Things which have à Being, into that 
which ' before» they. were ot? Surely 
tis not a Matter of leſs Power to give 
Natutes to Things, than to change them. 
Theſe were ths Words of St. Am. 
broſe in Difcoutfe he made on Purpoſe 
for the Inſtruction of thoſe Communicants 
in a Riglit Belief of the Eachariſt, and 
to thoſe who had been newly Baptized, 
and were to be admitted to Communion; 
and the Conceit they muſt imprint in their 
Minds could be no other than that, what 
they were to receive was the very Body of 
Cheiſt, as appears by the Examples he 
Feet n makes 
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makes ufe of, and the Inferences he draws 
from them to confirm it. 
What Explication was given to this 
by thoſe of the other Party I do not re- 
member. But Dr. Patrick ſaid, That we 
could produce no Teſtimony of any Fa- 
ther, in which he poſitively aſſerted, That 
the Sabſtance of the Bread Was changed in into 
the Body of Chriſt. 1 
To this, Dr. Godden replyed, tha * | 
Chryſoſtome did aſſert it in expreſs Terms, 
in his Sermon de Euchariſtia in Encenijs, 
where he ſays, That as when Wax is join d 
to Fire and made like to it, Nothing of its 
Fubſtance is left, Nothing remains; ſo here, 
ſays he, conceive the Myſteries. 10 be con- 
ſumed With the Subſtance of the Body; and 
this he ſaid to confirm his Auditors, that 
what they ſaw, was not Bread and Wine, 
but the Bod and Blood of Chriſt. 

This Teſtimony of St. Chry/o fone" S, 
both Dr. Jane and Dr. Patritk acknow- 
ledg'd they had not heard of before, and de- 
ſiring to have the Words repeated to them 
again, they left them to a further Conli- 
deration. *'_ 

And then Dr. Patrick roduc'd a Teſti- 
mei of St. Auſtin's, Lib. 3. de Doct. Chr. 
c. 16. to ſhew it was his Judgment, that 
the Words of our Saviour, Job. 6. Unleſs 
Fw ſhall eat the * of the Son of 15 

| and 
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And drink his Blood; were to he underftood 
figuratively and not vroperly or really, © If a 


I preceptive Saying in Holy Scripture, ſays 


he, ſeem to command the doing of a wick- 
ted or heinous Thing, it is Figurative, For 
Example, that Saying of our Saviour, 
_ © Unleſs ye ſhall eat the Fleſh of the Son 
< of Man, and drink his Blood, ec. ſeems 
to command a horrid and heinous Thing. 
| © It is therefore a Figure commanding us 
© to communicate in the Paſſion of our 
© Lord, by a pious Remembrance that his 
© Fleſh was crucified for us. 
To this Dr. Goddez reply'd, That St: 
Auſtin's Intention in that Place, was not 
to determine, whether thoſe Words of our 
Saviour were, abſolutely ſpeaking, to be 
underſtood properly or figuratively; but in 
order only to the Senſe in which they 
were taken by the Capharnaites, who ima- 
gined he meant to give them his Fleſh to 
eat, cut in Pieces and areſt, as other Fleſh is 
uſually eaten. And becauſe the Words, 
as they ſeem'd to import this Senſe, ſeem'd 
to command a horrid and wicked Thing, he 
ſays, that in ſuch 4 Senſe they are not to be 
underſtood properly, hut figuratively; but it 
does not follow from hence, that St. Auſtin 
intended to exclude a Literal Eating of the 
Fleſh: of Chriſt, which did not ſeem to 
command the doing af ſuch a Facinoroa; 
5% Thing 


Thing, as he there ſpeaks of, from being 
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the true and proper Senſe of the Words. 


Dr. Jase reply'd, That if the Words 


were to be underſtood figuratively of eat- 
ing the Fleſh of Chriſt, as St. Auſtin ſaid 


they were, they could not be underſtood 


wy 


literally. | 4 1 | | 7 ne 

To which Dr. Goddez rejoin'd, that in 
the Senſe in which they were to be under- 
flood figuratively (that is, the Senſe in 
which the Capharnaites took them to have 
been ſpoken) they could not with Truth be 


Propoſition might have many literai Senſes, 
and alſo one figurative Senſe and another 
literal, the making uſe of the Propoſition in 


one Senfe did not exclude the reſt; as is ma- 


nifeſt, when St. Paul fays, that what was 
written of the Children of Agar and 84- 


rab, was an Allegory or Figure, he does not 


intend to deny that what is written of 


them in Geneſis, was literally true; and 


that this was the Caſe at preſent in St. 
Auſtin, is alſo manifeſt; becauſe having laid 


down for a Rule, that a preceptive Saying, 


if it ſeem'd to command a wicked Thing, 
is to be underſtood figuratively ; he makes 
uſe of the Words of our Saviour in fuch a 
particular Senſe only, in which they ſeemꝰd 
ro command a wicked thing ; as a fit Ex- 
ample in that Senſe to illuſtrate his Rule, 
OT 1 without 


uanderſtood literally. But whereas the farne 
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we os any thing in that 
lace, as to what was the true and proper 
Senſe of theſe Words, it being nothing to 
his Purpoſe, and he having in other Places 
expreſly declared his Judgment to be, that 
the true and proper Senfe of the Words in- 
tended by our Saviour, was a poſitive Com- 
mand to Eat his-Fleſb and drink his Blood, 
in the Sacrament in the Catholick Senſe. 
Dr. Patrick ſaid, that St. Auſtin could 
not mean, that we were to eat the very 
true and natural Body of Chriſt in the Sa- 
erament, but his Spiritaal, or Virtual Bo. 
dy only, and to this Purpoſe cited theſe 
Words of his in PV 98: Non hoc corpus 
uod widetis, &c. You are not to eat this 
Body which 50 ſee, nor to drink this Blood 
which my Crucifiers ſhall pour forth, I have 
commended to you a certain Sacraments 
which being Spiritual underſtood ſhall 
quicken you. = 
To this Dr. Goddez reply'd, that this 
Word hoc Corpus there, was us'd by St. 


Auſtin for * Tale corpus, ſuch a Body, or his 


* Sanfus Auguſtinus 'Tra#. 95. in illud Jaan. 16. Et : 
jam non yidebitis me. Quid ergo eſt niſi quomodo ſum; | 
cum vobiſcum ſum? Hunc ergo Chriftum, id eſt, talem 
Chriſtum non erant jam viſuri, & ipſa eſt ſuſtitia fidei de qua 
2 Cor. c. 5: v. 16. Etſi noveramus Chriſtum ſeoundum Car- 
nem, ſed nunc jam non novimus. St. Auſtin in bis 95th 
Dreatiſe an thoſe Words of oat Savienur John 16. And now | 
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Body in the manner in which tliey ſaw it, 
that is to ſay; in its viſible Species, and ac- 
cording to its natural viſible Manner of 
Exiſting; but after an Iaviſible and Super 
natural Manner, yet True and Real as to 
the Subſtance of the Thing. And that 
this was the Meaning of St. Aaſtis in that 
Place, Dr. Giffard added, was evident from 
what he had ſaid a little before, viz. 
That the Fleſh of our Lord in the Sacra- 
ment was the very ſame Fleſh in which 
he walked here upon Earth. And that 
no Man eateth that Fleſh unleſs - he hath. 
firſt ador'd it. So that its being /acramen> 
zally preſent, did not exclude its being 
there Truly and Really ; but that he would 
not give it to be eaten, after that groſs 
and carne! mannner, in which the C- 
pharnaites, and ſome of his Diſciples alſo, 
POLY "PRIOR „ 
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ye ſhall not ſee me. What therefore doth this mean, unle 
after the ſame Manner as while Iam with you ? This 
Chriſt therefore, 7. e. ſuch a Chtiſt, they were not to ſee. 
And this is the very Truth or Juſtice of Faith of which in 
the 2 Cor. 5. Altho? we had Known Chriſt according to the 
Fleſh, but now we have not known him. Here the Saint ex- 
preſly denies that we are to ſee hunc Chriſtum, this Chriſt, 
and expounds it by talem Chriſtum, ar - Chriſt in ſuch a 
Manner. In neitber of which Expreſſions be denies the 
Truth and Reality of Chriſt to be ſeen, but only ſbews the 
different Manner of his exiſting here among us on Earth, 
and that which is to be afterwards. Sv Hlewiſe tis the ſame 


in the Euchariſt, the ſame Body, but not in the ſame Man- 
ner as on Earth; in this Viſibly, in the other Inviſibly. 


. 
Pulte, (as St. Auſtin there ſays) ſooliſhly, 
thought he meant to giye it them, that 
is, in the fame Manner, as other Fleſh is 
%% Oo TOOTTAET 
Here Dr. Patrick ſaid, that they had 
many Places of the Fathers to produce, in 
which they poſitively affirm the Nature of 
the Bread to remain afterConſecration, and 
inſtanced particularly in that known Te- 
on of Theodoret, where he ſays, That 
the Myſtical Signs after Sanctification, 
do not recede from their Narare, but that 
they remain in their proper Subſtance, 
Figure and Form, and may be ſeen; 
touch'd, &. and that other of Gelaffus 
where he ſays, That rhe Nature of Blead 
remains in the Euchariſt, 
Here Dr. Godden deſired him to remem: 
ber what he had ſaid before, That the 
Word WVature or Sabſtance is often us'd 
to ſignify the natural Properties or Qaalities 
bf a Thing. And Dr. Giffard ſubjoin'd; 
that this muſt be Theodoret's Meaning iti 
that Place, both becauſe it was all that 
was neceſſary to confute the Euatythian; 
againſt whom he diſputed; and alſo be- 
cauſe in the Words immediately following; 
he adds; but they are underſtood to be tho 
Things; whith they are made; and are believed, 
und ador d; 4s being thoſe Things which are br: 
tie dꝰa, that 55; the Body and Blood of Chriſt, for 
E offers 
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otherwiſe they were not to be adored, And 
that in like manner Gelaſias alſo was to 
be underſtood, becauſe after he had ſaid, 
That the Nature of Bread remains, he af- 
firms it to be changed by the Operation of 
the Holy Ghoſt into a 7 * Subſtance; 
which -onſiſts well with the. Properties of 
Bread remaining, but not with. i its Subſtan- 
tial Being. 
Dr. Parrick ſaid, that if they had be- 
lieved as we now do, that it was the very 
Blood of Chriſt our Lord, one or more 
Popes would not have mix'd ; it with Ink 
to write with, nor others; have buried the 
Sacrament with 1.09 + 

To the Firſt, it was anſwer'd, That. if . 
the Facts were true, it was no Argument 
of their Disbelief, but of their Horrour of 
the Hereſy they condemn'd ; and to excite 
the Faithful more ee ro. Avoid me 
Broachers of it. 

To the Second, That it was done 48 
Teſtimony of the Perſons. dying in the 
Communion of the Church, and as a S1m- 
bol of their Wer. . 


e fel Sh, Wa mn the Con- 
1 8 abour og. nee of the Fa- : 
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half, or more. 
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5 5 The Second Part 7 the Conference. 


The ſecond Part was concerning the 
Time when, and the Perſons by whom, the 
adverſary Parties would undertake to 
ſhew the DoQtrine of the Real Preſence 
and Tranſubſtantiation was brought in. 

1ſt. The Time, the Ninth and Tenth 
Ages, when Vice and Ignorance reign'd, 
as Baronius confeſſes, and Men were alleep. 
2. The Perſon who firſt aſſerted the ſame 
Body of Chriſt to be in the Euchariſt 
which was born of the Virgin, &c. was 
Paſchaſins Rutbertus, who yer, (as Dr. Pa- 
trick aſſerted) never taught Tranſubſtanti- 
ation. 3. That Johannes Scotus Erigena, 
Bertram and 'Rabanas Maurus wrote 
againſt him. 4. That afterwards when. 
Berengarias deny'd the Preſence of Chriſt's: 
Body, except in 4 Figure, Cardinal Benno 
reports that Pope Gregory VII. himſelf 
was in Doubt, the very Night before, 
which Way to determine. 5. That the 
Decree for Tranſubſtantiation, was not a 
Decree of the Council of Lateran, but of 
Pope Innocentius, who brought it in to 
the Council, and caus'd it to be approv'd 
with out being heard, as Matthew Paris 
reports. 6. That afterwards many of the 
School Divines maintain'd the Me: 

. E 2 of 
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of the Bread to remain, as Darandus, Fo. 
Pariſienſis, Holcot, Biel, and others, who 
declared themſelves diſſatisfied about the 
Point of Tranſubſtantiatiob. 7. That 

there was no Neceſſity, that the manner 
of Chriſt's Preſence ſhould: be defined; 
That it was the Cauſe af much Diſture 
bance in the Church, for which Reaſon 
it is reported of Biſhop T«»ſf/, that he 
ſhould ſay, that Pope Innocent ius did, temert 
et intonfiderate in defining it, and wiſh'd 
it had never been done. 338 
Theſe were the Heads they inſiſted 
on, and brought their Proofs for all or 
molt of them in written Papers or Books, 
to which the Catholicks return'd ſuch. 
Anſwers as their Memories ſuggeſted, 
in a Matter chicfly conſiſting of Hiſto- 
rical Paſſages; with Promiſe to make 
them good, when Occaſion ſhould be 
offer'd. SORT” 1 
And iſt, for the Time, which they 
had pitch'd on, vis. the Ninth and Tenth 
Ages, they ſaid, that altho* Barunius 
might have Reaſon to inveigh, as he did, 
againſt the Diſorders particularly of the 
Church of Rome, and the vicious Lives 
of many of the Popes and Biſhops of 
that Time, yet whoſoever ſhould read 
the Account which the Author ae ls Per- 
petuite de Ia Foy del Eachariſtie, gives of 
: es 
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thar Time, will find that the Ignorance 


and Diſorders objected were not Univer- 
ſal ; bur that at the ſame Time, in Ger- 
many, England, France, Spain, and even in 
Jai it felf, che Church was adorn'd with 
many Prelates and other Perſons of emi- 
nent Piety and Learning, who would 
have made Head againſt any Hereſy 
creeping 1n; and fo zealous and watch- 
ful to preſerve their Flocks in Puri- 
ty of Faith and Manners, that they call'd 
Councils upon far leſs Occaſions than 
that which is the Subject of the preſent 
Diſcourſe, and which was of that Nature, 
that it could not be brought in without 
the greateſt Diſturbance and Confuſion 
imaginable among the faithful ; ſome a- 
doring the Sacrament, and charging o- 
thers with Impiety for nor doing it, and 
thoſe again, charging the others with Iao- 
larry for doing it 
To the Second, They denied Paſchaſias 
to be the firſt who had aſſerted the ſame 
Body to be in the Euchariſt, which = 
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* Note, That D. Giffard more than once urg d its not 
being queſizon'd in the Council of Florence, and the Conſtnt, 
not only of all the Weſtern Churches, but. of all th: Eaſtern 
alſu, hom different ſocver in other Points of Faith, viz. the 
Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt, the Unity and Diſtinqtian of 
Perſons and Natures in Chriſt, &c. So that the Preteſtants in 
this are divided from the whole Church of Chriſt, 5 
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born of the Virgin, cruciſied, & c. many 
of the Fathers having aſſerted it before 
him; and himſelf aſſerting, that what he 
had written, was- but what the Faithful 
_ univerſally confeſs'd to be true, and what 
the whole World confefled and believed; 
which had been a Piece of the greateſt 
Impudence, or even Madneſs to have aſ- 
ferred, if the contrary to what he wrote 
had been the Behef of the Church. That as 
for Tranſubſtantiation, tho? he hath not the 
Word, yet he aſſerted the Doctrine in equi- 
valent Terms, as might be made appear 
out of his Works. LES; 

To the Third, The Catholicks an- 
ſwer'd, That Scotas's Book, when it came 
ioto Vogue, was condemn'd in more 
Councils than one, as contrary to the Be- 
lief of the Church: And in Caſe that Ber- 
tram, and Rabanus had written againſt Paſ- 
chaſius, and their Opinion had been the 
Faith'of the Church, it would no doubt 
have prevail'd againſt an Innovation, 
brought in by a young Religious Man as 
Paſchaſius was at the Time he wrote that 
Book: Whereas, on the contrary, their 
Opinion was ſuppreſs'd, and Paſchaſius 
his Book had in much Efteem, which 
ſufficiently'ſhews, that his Doctrine (not 

DE theirs 
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theirs) was agreeable to the Faith of che 
Church. *-. FFV 11 
As for Bertram's Book, Dr. Godden ſaid, 
that there wanted not. Catholick Divines 
who would undertake to ſhew the Doc- 
trines thereof to be more. favourable to 
the Catholicks than Proteſtants, and that 
it appear'd by. the Prologue of the Book, 
that the Queſtions propos'd to him by 
Carolus .Calvas, were not of the Truth of 
Chriſt's Body really exiſting in the Sacra- 
ment, however he might exceed in his 
Explication of it, but of the Manner of 
its Exiſtence there, of which a Diſpute 
had lately been rais'd, 2. whether the 
Body of Chriſt appeared there viſible to 
the Eyes and perceptible to the other Sen- 
ſes, or was contain'd under a Veil, and 
diſcernable only by Faith. This Dr. Fane 
denying, produc'd the Book; and whilſt 
Dr. Goades..was looking for the Place + 
the Diſcourſe was carried on to Rabanus, 
between Dr. Patrick and Dr. Gifard ; the 
former affirming, that Rabanus wrote, a- 
againſt Paſchaſius, and denied Tranſub- 
122 9 $5) a lift. Whealanan 
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* Of the Conde mm ition of Jo. Scotus' Book, Sze Notitia 
Eceleſ. y. 381. and M. Arn. Tom. 1. del a Perpetuite. J. &. 

cap. 13. 150 bis Book was not condemw'd as ſoon as writ, 
viz. not till the Eleventh Age, becauſe it had no open Fol. 
lowers, yet himſelf was forc'd to fly out of France. | + 
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ſtantiation, the latter affirming of the firſt 
Part, that it was very uncertain ; but 
for the latter it was certain, that Rabanus 
taught the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, and cited his Words * Quis ung 
crederrt quod Panis in Carnem potuiſſet con- 
werti, vel Vinum in Sanguinem, nift ipſe 
Salvator diceret, qui Panem & Vinum rre- 
avit & omnis ex nihbjlo fecit ? Fatilius eſt 
aliquod ex alio-faceve, quam omnia ex nihilo 
creare. Who would ever believe, that 
Bread could be changed into Fleſh, and 
Wine into Blood, if our Saviour himſelf 
had not ſaid it, who created Bread and 
Wine, and made all Things of Nothing? 
It is eafier to make one thing of another 
than to create all Things of Nothing. 
Io the Fourth, viz. What Cardinal 
Benno reported of Gregory VII: they ſaid, 
that it deſerv'd no Credit, becauſe he was 
his declared Enemy and Traducer of all 
his Actions; and improbable in it ſelf, that 
Pope Gregory. ſhould doubt of what had 
been ſo frequently and conſtantly de- 
termined againſt Berengarius in ſo many 
foregoing Councils, and ſome of them 
held by his own Predeceſſors, Lea IX. and 
Nicholas II. And in one at Tours, in which 


.- .. himſelf 
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himſelf at that Time, the Pope's Legate 


in France, had, upon Bereng arias his Abju- 


ration of his Error, receiv'd him into the 


Communion of the Catholick Church. 
To the Fifth, the Catholick Divines an- 
ſwer'd, That the Decree of Tranſubſtan- 


tiation was generally receiv'd in the 
Church, as the Decree of the Lateran 
Council, and as for what ſome particular 


Men might ſay, they doubted not but up- 


on Examination it would be found light 


and of no Moment. 

To the Sixth, When Dr. Patrick aſſerts 
ed that the Opinion of Jo. Pariſienſis had 
been approv'd by the Sorbon, Dr. Giffard 
anſwer'd that #f /o, yet it was afterwards 


condemn'd by the Biſhop of Paris and 


others, which was conceded. As for Da- 
randus, tis evident that he admitted 
Tranſubſtantiation as defin'd by the Church; 


and for Holcot and Biel, if it were true, | 


that they ſaid any thing againſt it, their 
Authority was inconſiderable in Reſpe& 


of the Univerſality of Writers, ſince the 
Council of Lateran, who ſpeak of that De- 
cree as the Definition of that Council, 


As for Biſhop' Tanſta!*'s Cenſure of Pope 
Innocentius, they ſaid they muſt have ve- 
ry good Authority c'er they could believe 


it: And in Caſe he had, at any Time, let 


fall any ſuch Words, 'tis no new Thing, 
"Mn SEE. 


—— — — — oo - 


* © _ 
that even after the Definition of a Coun- 
cil, ſome particular Men, wedded to their 
. own Fancies, ſhould be found upon Occas 
ſion. to expreſs their Diſſatisfaction; 
which ſignifies no more, than that his 
Vote would have been Negative had he 
been one of the Fathers of that Council, 
and would not have hindred the Definition 
of the Council from being obligatory. 

- To the Seventh, They thus anſwer'd, 
That the defining of Tranſubſta ati ation 
was the only Means to ſettle the Minds 
of the Faithful in the right Faith; and if 
it caus'd Diſturbance to refractory Spi- 
rits, the Fault was their own, in not ſub- 
mitting their Judgment to the Definition 
of the Church. SOOT UP 


Much. Time having been ſpent in theſe 


Altercations, and it growing now late, his 


Majeſty was pleas'd to put an End to the 
Conference, with this Obſervation, that by 
what had paſſed in it, it appear'd, That 
unleſs (as his Royal Brother had left writ- 
ten in his Papers) a Judge, and ſuch a 
one in Matters of: Faith, as from whom 
there could be no Appeal, and conſe- 
quently Infallible, were admitted (and 
ſuch, in Church Affairs, a General Coun» 
cil muſt be allow'd to be) Controverſies 
could. never be brought to any 8 
. | I That 


9e | 
That he would not take upon him to 
Judge what Advantages either Party had 
in ſo great a Variety of Objections and 
Replies; but this was evident, That the 
Catholicks had on their Side, the Advantage 
of the Definition of many Councils, and 
ſome of them Generals, which in his 
Judgment was to over- rule all. 
De. Jane ſaid, That a Pretence to In- 
fallibility did not make Men Iafallible. 
To which Dr. Godden anſwer'd, that the 
ſame might have been, and without doubt 
was, {aid by Cerinthus, Ebian and other He- 
reticks of that Time even of the Apoſtles; 
and that the Church had the ſame Neceſ- 
ſity to maintain its »falibility now, as the. 

Apoſtles had then. | | 


Dr. Jae ſaid, That they believ'd the 
Apoſtles Creed, and all that is contain'd 
in the Creeds of the Four firſt. General 
Councils. Dr. Goaden reply'd, That this 
Was the very Pretence of Eutyches, and his 
chief Defence for not ſubmitting to the 
Decree of the General Council of Cha/- 
cedon, Viz. That he receiv'd the Creed of 
the Apeſtles, and of the Nicene or Conſt an- 


tiuopol it an Fathers, and that no more could 


be requir'd of him, the Council of Epheſes 
having expreſly forbidden, that any thing 
{ſhould be added to the Conſtanti nopolitan 
Creed. But the Fathers of the Fourth 


2 Coun- 
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Council were fo far from admitting this 
Plea, that, upon his Non-Submiſſion, they 
_ caſt him out as an Heretick. Laſtly, He 
deſir'd, that it might be obſerv'd, That 
the Arguments which Proteſtants bring to 
maintain their Cauſe, are ſuch as the 
Hereticks of former Times: had ever a- 
vail'd themſelves of; and the Arguments 
which the Catholicks bring, the ſame 
' which were ever made Uſe of by the 
Church and Fathers. | my * 
And that as to what had paſſed in this 
Particular Diſpute, that the Teſtimonies 
of the Fathers, which the Catholicks had 
produc'd, were expreſs, olear, and ſpoken 
by them in ſet Diſcourſes upon the Sub- 
ject ; whereas thoſe alledg'd by the con- 
trary Party, were occaſional only, or ſuch 
from which they endeavoured, by Coxſe- 
uences of their own, to infer that the 
ther did not hold the Doctrine of the 
Real Preſence and Tranſubſtantiation. 
To which the Lord Treaſurer was pleas'd 
to ſay, That indeed he had taken Notice 
of that. And this, 60 my beſt Remem- 
brance, was the only Time he ſpoke du- 
ring the whole Time of the Conference. 
| 3 1 laſted about three Hours and an 
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The Conference ended, Dr. Gard 
made a ſhort Recapitulation of the chief 
Points diſcours'd in it, ſhewing the Ad- 
3 which were on the Catholick 
1 

And then the Lord Treaſurer in an 
eloquent Speech, prais'd the Diſputants 
on both Sides, for the Learning and Mo- 
deration they had ſhewn, au acknow- 
ledging himſelf uncapable to paſs his 
Judgmeat at preſent in a Matter wherein 
he did not think ſo 'much could have 
been ſaid on each Side, deſired Time for 
farther Conſideration: Whereupon His 
Majeſty diſmiſs'd the Divines, with 
Charge not to diſcourſe with others, .or 
give in written Papers, or Print, what 
had paſſed, unleſs the Lord Treaſurer 
ſhould requeſt-any thing to be farther 
diſcours'd of, by Word or Writing, 
for his own Satisfaction; which they re- 
ligiouſly promis'd to obſer ve. 8 
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hear them read diſtinctly. 
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SOME 


OBSERVATIONS 


Made by one of the Catholick Dockors upon 
the . before His Majeſty: ; and 
anne x d to the Relation it ſelf. 


HE Catholick Diſputants were to 
blame, that they did not deſire the 
1 Treaſurer to read the Citations, or 


And, That they did not apply the Ad- 

| verſaries Anſwers to the very Words as 
they lie, by which they would have ap- 

Nea to be meer Evaſions. | 


Te S ATR of the Quxs T10N- | 
The Catholick Tenet. | The Proteſtant Tenet. 


That the Body of That the Body of 
Chriſt is Trah, Real | Chriſt is not Really 
end. Subſt antially Pre- Preſent in the Eucha- 
fant 1 in the Holy Eu- riſt, as to its natural 
chariſt; and this by | Subſtance, bat in Hea- 
the Charge of the} ven only, and iz the 

Sab- | Euchariſt in 4 Figure 


only, 


V 
Subſtante of the Bread only, or as to its 
and Wine into the Virtue, really diſtinct 
Subſtance of the Body] and ſeparated from the 
and Blood, the natu-} Body itſelf; and apon 
ral Properties of the | the Account of this 
Bread and Whine re. | Moral, not Real 
mainings - [Change of the Bread, 


; | 
ot in Subſtance but 


in Office, tis called 
he Body of Chriſt, 
and his Body ſaid to 
TO” Ive Really Preſent. 
Examples of Preſence as to YVirtze only, 
1. In a Ring ſent by a Servant to ſtand 
Godmother. 2. Of a Seal put to a Wri- 
ting to confirm a Donation or Purchaſe. 
3. A Handkerchief which touch'd the Bo- + 
dy of St. Paul, or the Hem of our Savi- 
our's Garment. Or, 4. Moſt properly 
St. Peter's Shadow carrying the Virtue of 
his Body along with it. Bur as it -would 
be improper, not to ſay ridiculous, to af- 
firm, that the Lady was Really Preſent in 
her Ring, when at a Diſtance from it; the 
Land Really in the Sea/; our Saviour in 
the Hem of his Garment ; St. Paul in a 
Handker chief ; or St. Peter in his Sha- 
dom, tho? efficacious Figures; fo is it 
equally abſurd to ſay, that Chriſt is Really 
preſent in the Sacrament by making it on- 
ly an efficacious Figure, i. e. by giving 
FT IL 
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it a Virtue or Efficacy Diſt int and Sepaa 
rate from himſelf. ES, ,- 
For is a Moral Change, or a Figura. 
tive Preſence, ſufficient to verify the high 
| Expreſſions of the Fathers, or indeed thoſe 
which the Old Church of Exgland Divines 
beſtow?'d on the Sacrament ? Omnipotence 
indeed is neceſſary to give the Grace ſig- 
nified, but not to change the Office of 
the Bread as to the. Repreſentation of it ; 
If they fay the Body is preſent really 
according to its Virtue, then the Virtue 
is only really preſent, and not the Body. 
And an efficacious Figure ſignifies no 
more, than that the Virtue of. the Thing 
ſignified is preſent, but not that the Body 
it ſelf is preſent. The Virtue of the Sun 
is preſent in the Generation of Minerals 
under the Earth, but the Sun it ſelf is not 
therefore ſaid to be really preſent there, but 
in Heaven only. 1 
If the Words, This is my Body, be to be 
underſtood barely Figaratively, the Mean- 
ing muſt be, that the Bread is a Figure of 
his true natural Body. But the Virtue 
of Chriſt's Body is Diſtinct from his Body; 
otherwiſe the Senſe muſt be, The Bread is 
a Figure of the Virtue of Chris Body. If 
they reply, that the Figure contains the 
Virtue of the Thing ſignified, or is an ef- 
ficacious Figure; then *twill follow, That 
it 


Wa) * 
it is a Figure of a Thing preſent and not 
abjent ; which is not only deny'd by Pro- 
teſtants, but is ſuperfluous and ridi- 
r 8 
HBeſides, To ſignify that the Bread con- 
tains the Efficacy of Chriſt's Body, by 
faying This is the Body of Chriſt, is a man- 
ner of Speech hitherto unheard of; nor 
have their Miniſters in all their Searches 
ever been able to: produce one Example 
of it, either in this Matter or in any 
_:.: © =. Neth 
Therefore let them bring expreſs Places 

out of the Scripture and Fathers, that the 
Words of our Saviour, This is my Body, is 
a Figure only of his Body, or the Virtue 
only of his Body, ſeparated from his Body ; 
for if they will be Reformers, they muſt 
bring clearer Proofs to juſtify the Docs 
trine * advance, than thoſe in Poſſeſ- 
ſion can bring for the Doctrine they con- 
tinue to hold, and which the others will 
reform ; for if they be not more clear, 
the Poſſeſſor can't with Juſtice be caſt out 
of his Poſſeſſion, much lefs if they be not 
ſo much as equally clear, BD 
For we avouch out of the Fathers many 
Proofs which contain, in expreſs Terms, 
the Affirmative of what we ſay, viz. That 
Chriſt's true and rea! Fleſh and Blood is 


really preſent, and —_ the Bread and Wine 
TOW are 


* 


nan. 
are changed into the Bod) and Blood of Chriſt, 
whereas our Adverſaries can't find even 
one Paſſage which contains in expreſs 
Terms, their Negative ; but only in Terms 
from whence they pretend to infer. it, 
and which at 2 juſt Tribunal, would not 
merit ſo much as an Hearing. A good 
Way, indeed, to take the Fathers as 
Adverſaries, and to accuſe them of Want 
of Senſe or Memory; but not to take 
them for Judges, and ſubmit ' them- 
ſelves to the Obſervation of what they 
have believed and practiſed. If the Fa= 
thers be taken for Judges, or Witneſſes, 
what they avow in expreſs Terms is to 
be preferr'd and eſteem'd, before what 
they do not ſo expreſs, but in an obſcure 
Way, and ſeemingly contradiCtorily to 
what they avow expreſly. If they be- 
lieved, as Proteſtants do, it had been 
more eaſie for them to have expreſs'd 
their Minds in theirs, than in the Ca- 
tholick Senſe ; the very Obſcurity then of 
the Places they bring is an Argument, 
that the Fathers did not believe as they 
is a Conceſſion then to permit Pro- 
teſtants to argue out of the Fathers, 
becauſe, had they left no Writings, the 
Faith would have been tranſmitted from 
Age to Age by the Rule of Tradition. 
But 
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But if they be permitted, they ought to 
bring Plain and Expreſs Sayings, not By- 
Paſſages only, where they treat directly 
of another Matter, and only by the Bye 
of the Euchariſt; which conſiſting of 
many Things, as of Body, Manner of 
Exiſtence, Species of Bread and Wine, 
Cc. may be adapted to many Occaſions. 
Again, plain Places are not like to be 
ſuch, wherein the Euchariſt. is not ſpo- 
ken of ex Profeſſo. zal), Nor ſuch in 
which they ſeem to contradict them- 
ſelves in Words preceding or following. 
_ 3aly. Nor ſuch in which they do not as 
expreſly affirm it to be a, Figure ozly, 
as in others they aſſert it to be zraly and 
really his Body. go 
Thoſe then are to be eſteem'd plain 
Places, where the Fathers treat directii 
of the Euchariſt, or where they affirm 
it to be a Figure only, and not the Body, 
&c, For all Catholicks allow a Figare, 
but ſuch a one as contains the Thing 
ſignified, in Oppoſition to, and Diſtinction 
from the Moſaical Figures. No -.-], 
St. Juſtin treats Doctrinally of the Eu- 
chariſt in his Apology. FRE 
St. Gregory Nyſſes alſo in his great Ca- 
techetical Oration. 
St. Cyril of Hieruſalem, in his Cateche- 
tical Piſcourſes. 
, = -. St. 


* 
St. Ambroſe in his Book de Iaitiatis, & 
JJ TD 75 nt 275536 

When St. Ambroſe objects in the Per- 
ſon of the Hearer, Aliud video, quomo- 
ao 8 Corpus Chriſt: accipio? I ſee © 


another Thing, how then do 0 ſay that I 
receive the Body of Chriſt? Never yet 


did any Man underſtand the Words: to 


be, that thoſe Who. ſpoke them, could 
not believe this Virtue or Efficacy in the 
Bread; but how it could be the True Bo- 
ay of Chriſt? That St. Ambroſe under- 
food it ſo, is manifeſt from his Anſwer, 
Ante Conſecrationem Panis eſt, poſt Conſe- 
crationem fit Corpus Chriſti, Before Con- 
fecration it is Bread, after. C 4459 "tis 
made the Body of Chriſt. And the Ex- 
amples of miraculous ſubſtantial Changes, 
which he brings prove it. 
Origin ſays, When thou partakeſt of the 

Bread and Cap of Life, thou eateſt and 
arinkeſt the Body and Blood of our Lord, 
then our Lord entreth under thy Roof, do 
thou therefore, humbling thy ſelf, imitate 
this Centurion, and ſay, Lord I am not wor- 
| thy that thou ſhouldſt enter under my Roof. 
Can this be underſtood of the Virtue ſe- 


2 
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parated from the Body of Chriſt? Is it to | 


that to which the Receiver muſt ſay, 
Lora I am not worthy [that thou ſhouldſt 
enter? Does he not ſay it to that which 

enters? 


enters ? And can it be ſaid to any 
bur to the Body of Chriſt? Tis plain then 
he means, that the Body of Chriſt enters 
Really and not in Virtae only. es 
The moſt they can make of this fi- 
cacious Figure is, that it is not a meer Fi- 
gure, or ſignifies not only the Body of 
Chriſt, but alfo the imparting of his 
Grace, proportionable to the Significa- 
tion of the Figure, to the Soul of rhe 
worthy Receiver: But all this is ſtill bur 
aà meer Sign, and no Omnipotence is ne- 
ceſſary to make a Change in the Bread, as 
the Fathers declare, but only in the Soul 
of the Receiver ; and ſo is no more than 
as a Seal put to an Inſtrument, and is 
but a meer Sign of the Collation of a Be- 
nefice or an Eſtate. Beſides, Proteſtants 
acknowledge the Sacrament to be a meer- 
Sign to the Wicked; but the Sacrament 
is the ſame in it ſelf, both to the Good and 
Bad; and the different Diſpoſitions of the 
Receivers do not alter the Nature thereof, 
but only cauſe a different Ffe# produc'd 
thereby, whence the Sacrament muſt be 
to them a bare Sign only, which is not 
only diametrically oppoſite to the Fathers, 
but to the expreſs Words of their owa 
'_ Catechiſm. | 
To conclude this Part of the Difficulty, 
neither the Abſence nor the Preſence of 
the 
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the Bread is the Cauſe of Adoration; not 
of the many pretended Contradictions ob- 
jected by them of the ſame Body being in 
many Places at once, &c. The Proteſtants 
then, pretending with King James the 
Firſt and Biſhop Andrews, That they hold 
the ſame Real Preſence as we do, and on- 
ly reject Tranſubſtantiation, are inexcuſa- 
ble. How can Tranſubſtantiation be 
pleaded as a juſt Cauſe of Separation, and 
not the Rea! Preſence, when 'tis upon Ac- 
count of the Real Preſence alone, that Ado- - 
ration is given to the Sacred Hoſt ? | 
But whereas theReformers pretend, that 
Radbertus Paſchaſias was the firſt Author 
that introduc'd this Innovation of the 
Real Preſence into the Doctrine of the 
Church; the Inconſiſtency of this 
Pretence is manifeſt from many Heads, and 
Demonttratively ſhewn from his own 
Works. He liv'd in the Year 821, and 
died in 851, Whilſt a private Monk he 
writ a Treatiſe for the Inſtruction of the 
People, concerning the Nature of the 
Bleſſed Euchariſt, wherein he did mott 
Copiouſly and Dogmatically aſſert the 
Real Preſence of Chriſt's true Fleſh and 
Blood; and that this Doctrine was no 
Novelty is evident, iff. From his own 
Works, wherein he declares his Doctrine 
to be the Doctrine of Chriſt and his 
Church. 


* 
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Church. Videat, qui contra, &c. Whoever, 
faith he, oppoſeth me in this Point, rather 


than believes it, let him ſee what he is 


doing againſt our Lord Himſelf, and again 
the 5 ir of Chriſt. 1 re 2. 
abominable Wickedneſs to pray with all, and 
not to believe that, which Truth it ſelf atteſt- 
ed, and univerſally all People every where con- 
feſs to be true. — And therefore altho? 
Some may err out of Ignorance, yet there is 
no one hitherto who pablickly hath contra- 
dicted it to be ſo, which the whole World be- 
lie ves and confeſſes. Ep. ad Frudeg. which 
he writ- about the End of his Life, to 
vindicate his Doctrine; now no One but 
a Madman could ſay, that his Doctrine 
Was that of the whole Church, and that 
the whole World believed it, if it had 
been an Invention and Novelty of his 
own. | 
2aly, He was but a private Monk when 
he writ that Book ; and about eighteen 
or twenty Years after, he was choſen 
- Abbot of Corby, in which Space of Time, 
as well as afterwards,, he publiſhed many 
other Treatiſes maintaining that very 
Doctrine. And moſt certain it is, that the 
Biſhops, Prieſts, Abbots and Monks, who 
read his Works, would not promote an 
Innovator in ſo material a Point, to fo great 
a Gharge and Dignity. Nay, which is 
2 more, 
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. 
more, the Biſhops in a Synod at Paris, 
Anno 846. confer'd the Privilege of Im- 
munity upon that Abbey whilſt, Paſchaſſus 
Was Abbot of it; ſtiling him, venerabilem 
Fratrem Abbatem Radbertum, Our venerable 

.Brother Radbert, Abbot ; and calling the 
| Monks under his Care Præclara & pretioſa 
membra aterni Regis; Eminent and precious 
Members of the Eternal King. 
| 3aly. Becauſe all the eminent and 

learned Men of that Age, extoll'd and 
prais'd him, even Kings as well as B 
ſhops and Abbots. Engelmondaus, Biſbop 
of Sueſſions, ſtiles him * Eccleſia Colamen, 
&c. The Pillar, or Prop of the Church; the 
Ornament of Religion; the moſt ſtrong Shield 
and Luſtre of Faith; whom no fraudulent 


Diffimulation did ever blemiſh, but that he 


always preſer ved a pure Integrity, and 4 Vir 
tue incapable of Baſeneſs ; whom, tho ho- 
nour d aud eſteem d by Kings and Crowns, 
yet neither Ambition or Pride could puff up. 
Lupus Abbot of Ferrara, Ep. 56, 57. calls 
him, Dilectiſimum & bonis omnibus amplec- 
tendum, A Man moit beloved and tobe 6» 
ſteem d by all good Men. St. Odo, Abbot of 
Cluny Lib. 2. Col. Cap. 30. 31. after his 
Death tells us, Hæc & multa plara, &c, 
Theſe and many more Books Paſchaſius writ 

ö | bout 
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ont of the Works of the Fathers to demon- 
ſtrate and recommend to Poſterity the Reve- 

rence and Majeſty of that Myſtery, which if 

any. one, tho never ſo ignorant, would but 
read, I believe he would learn there ſo great 
Truths, that he will conclude that hitherto he 
knew but little of that Sacrament. And 
Heriger Abbot of Laab. Sed Paſchaſias, 
&c. But Paſchaſius 48 he hath treated upon 
ſeveral Points in that Book even beyond hu- 
man Expectation, ſo alſo he hath bravely ob- 
viated this Sophiſtry, and teaches, that 4 
Figure is not always a Shadow, and that this 


Myſtery may deſervedli be called both 4 Figure 
and Truth together. 


 _  4thly, Becauſe no one in his Life-time 


ſo much as oppos'd his Doctrine, as he 
himſelf atteſteth in his Commentaries on St. 
Matthew. He heard, he ſaid, that ſome found 
Fault with him, bat none oppos d him: And 
is it poſſible to conceive, if his Doc- 
trine had been an Innovation in ſo mate- 
rial a Point, that no Man in all that Space 
of Time would have ſtood up for the an- 
cient Faith againſt ſo dangerous and no- 
torious a Novelty? On the contrary, 

would ſo many Biſhops and learned Pre- 
lates not only have prefer'd him to ſo 
great a Dignity and Charge, but alſo ex- 
tolPd and praiſed him for thoſe uſeful and 
pious Elucubrations? This Abſurdity 
TT H 1 
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alone is a Demonſtration that his Nac+ 


trine was both Orthodox and 'Tradizis 


onal. | r i IO BG 
As little Truth alſo it is, that Rabanas 
Magrus oppoſed Paſchaſius in this Point of 
Doctrine; for as he was his Cotemporary, 
and died, 836, fo likewiſe he maintain'd 
the Real Preſence in as expreſs Terms as 
the other had done: Quis, inquit, anquam, 
Cc. ſaith he, Lib. de Sacr. ordin. ad Theotm. 
cap. 1. Who would ever believe that Bread 

could be converted into Fleſh, or Wine into 


Blood, unleſs our Saviour himſelf had ſaid 
it, wha created Bread and Wine and all Things 
out of Nothing? It is more eaſie tg make. 


ſomething out of another, than to create all 
Things out of Nothing. And Lib. 1. de Inſt. 


CI. c. 31. he writes thus of the Bread and 


Wine, Hec autem dum ſunt viſibilia, &c. 
And theſe Elements altho' they are viſible, jet 
being ſanctiſſed by the Holy Ghoſt are tranſ- 

fer'd into the Sacrament of the Divine Body, 

And, ia fine Comment. in Joſue « Mabiliione 
laudato codice Manuſ, Novi Teſtamenti, & c. 
i he Prieſthooa of the New Teſtament ſuc- 
| ceeded the legal Victims, where the Fleſh and 
Blood of the Immaculate Lamb is aaily offer d 
upon the holy Altars, and is wholeſemely. re- 
ceivꝰd by the Mouths of the Faithful for the 
Foad of their Souls, that the Shadow of the 
Law vaniſhing away, the Trath of the Gaſpet 
32G | 11 mig [1 
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might be manifeſted by Jeſus: Chriſt our 
That he writ againſt, Paſchaſius is 
granted; but not about the Real Preſence, 
but the Manner of Expreſſion in ſaying it 


was the ſame Body which was born of che 


Virgin Mary; ſpecialiter, i. e. ſecayndum 


Speciem & for mum externam, according to 
the outward: Form or Appearance ; tho he 
held it to be the ſame, naturaliter, i. e. re. 


aliter & ſecundum Subſtantiam, natur ally 


or really and according to its Subſtance, for in 
guiſh the Body of Chriſt in a tripple Con- 
ſideration. Firſt, into the .Charth, Ser 


condly, into the Euchariſt, Thirdly, into that 
which was born of the Virgin Mary, So 
that under each of theſe Conſiderations, 


the Body of Chriſt did ſpecialiter, ot, ſtour- 
dum ſpeciem formamq, externam, according 


to that ſpecial Conſdtration aud outward Ap- 
 pearance differ one from the othet. There- 
fore he thought Paſchaſius culpable tor nor 


uſing Expreſſions proper and adapted to 


each of thoſe Abſttactions, but confountt- 
ing one with: another; and notwithſtan- 
ding in that Way of Speaking he follow?d 


St. Ambroſe, yet he ought. to have ex- 
plain'd St, Ambroſe and himſelf more ac- 


curately, according to the Cuſtom then in: 


Uſe. And that this is no Shuffle or Pre- 
(gl "3-2 _ 
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| tence, we may find the ſame Excuſe made 
for Rabanus by an Anommus, at that Time 
when his Works come into the World. 
vid. Natal. Alex. Sec. 9. 10, Diſſert. 11. 
. That Bertram held the Real Preſence is 
evident from his Words in his Book of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt; For ſpeaking of the 
Euchariſt, he tells us, Exterius quidem pant, 
&c. The Form or Shape of Bread, indeed, 
does exteriourly appear, as before; the ſame 
Colour is ſeen, and Taſte is acknomledged; but 
inter iourly, a far different Thing, and much 
more precious aud more excellent is intimated 
to us, becauſe tis Heavenly, becauſe *tis Di- 
wine, that is, the Body of Chriſt is ſhewn to 
ws, which is Seen, Taken and Eat, not by our 
carnal Senſes, but by the Intuition of 4 
faithful Soul. The W ine atſo, which by the 
Saceraotal Conſecrat ion is made the Sacra- 
ment of the Blood of Chriſt, does appear out- 
. wardly to be one Thing, and contains another 
Thing interioarly; for what is ſeen by the 
outward Appearance, bat the Subſtance of 
Min Bat if you confider it, as to what 
it us imteriourly, tis no longer the Liquor of 
Wine, but that of the Blood of Chriſt, which 
ſavours to the Minas of the Faithfal'whilſt it 
4 taſted, is acknowledg'd whilſt it is ſeen, and 
proved to be ſo whilſt it is ſmelt. —— The 
Bread which is offer'd is converted into the 
1 N 1 ly 
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Body of Chriſt when *tis conſecrated ; as alſo 
the Wine, after it has Jon from the Vine, 
Jet is made Blood by the Signification of the 
Divine Myſtery; not indeed Viſibly, but by 
the Holy Ghoſt Inviſibly operating. Whence 
they are ſaid to be the Body and Blood of 
| Chriſt, becauſe they are acknowledg'd to be 
ſuch, not from their outward Appearance, but 
becauſe they are made to be ſuch by the Holy 
Ghoſt operating Interiourly ; and becauſe they 
_ exiſt a far different Thing, by that Inviſible 
Power, than what they Viſibly appear to be 
outwaraly., —— From what hath been hither - 
to ſaid, it manifeitly appears, that the Body 
and Blood of Chriff, which are receiv'd in 
the Church by the Moaths of the Faithful, are 
4 Figure according to the Viſible Appearance, 
altho' according to their Inviſible Subitance- 
they are truly the Body and Blood of Chri#f, 
N. 9, 10, 42, 49. Par. Ed. 1686. 
I appeal now to the Candour of every 
impartial Reader, whether Bertram tan 
be laid Claim to, as a Sacramentarian, or as 
a Catholick, i. e. as one, who holds the 
Real Preſence of Chriſt's Fleſh and Blood 
in the Sacrament, or as one, who abſolute- 
Fe it? What was That then, which 
rtram aſſerted, and has rais'd fo great a 
Controverſy about his Meaning? It was 
This; Bertram denied that the Body of 
_ Chriſt was ſuch as the Sacrament fo 
8 that 


that That which ſo appenr d was the Boy 


II a 
chat is, that all in the Sactament was 
maniteſt to the Senſes, and conſequently. 


Jus of the Virgin, crucily'd; & Let us 


hear Bertram himſelf. He propofes. the 
State of the Ut: 
Cor pus, &c. Whether the Bouy and Blood of 
Chriſt are in 1 Myſtery or in Reality, that is, 
whether it contains any Secret which tan only) 


Queſtion thus. Firſt, Dres, 


be diſcers u by the Eyes of Faith; or mbetbeß 


#he Corporeat Eye, without the Veil of any 
Myſtery" does behold that exterioarly, which 
the Eye f Faith does fee Dame ; inſo- 
much, that whatever is there does clearly ap- 
pear in open Light ? Secondly, Utrum Cor- 
pus ſit, &c. Whether it be that Body which 
was born of the Virgin Mary? And both of 
_ theſe he reſolves in the Negative: The 
Firſt, becauſe, Dicunt, &c. 'Fhey. maintain 
that Nothing is perform d there, unter any 
Figure, or under am Heil at all, bat in the na- 
ked Manifeſtat ion of tbe very Truth it ſelf. 
This is the Error which he oppoſetch, 
whether a real one, or only an imaginary 
Miſtake; is not to our Purpoſe, and oon. 
ſutes it from this Principle. Si totam, &c. 
all be ſees in the naled Truth, Faith here 
then hath nothing. tu do. He denies then 
any Change to be made of the Bread and 
Wine according to the exteriogr viſible 
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3 6 © 8 SETS. 
Pri and allows of the Inviſible Change 
_ of their Subſtances #xteriourly; Qua Pans 
Corpus, & Vinum Sanguis facta ſunt, Br 
which Bread is made the Body, and Wine the 
Blood, And as to the ſecond: Point, ha 
confeſſes the ſeme Bady of Chriſt to be in 
the Euchariſt, as was born of the Virgin 
Mary, according to the Sæſtance, but | 
not according to the ſame Manner of ex- 7 
iſting, that is, not in a Wataral, Viſible or 
Corporeal Way, but Inviſibly and in a My. 
ſtery; In the one, Qſibus & nervis compate 
tum, & humanorum Membrorum Line amentis 
diſtinctum; uit together by Bones aud Si. 
beg, and diſtind by Figuration of human 
Members. In the other null: Nervis, &c. 
Wort Knit together by any Bones or Sinews, nor 
diftingniſh's by apy Variety of Members, 
not vegetated by any rational Subſtance, non 
able to exerciſe any Motion, Hence the 
Magdeburgenſes Cent. 9. Cap. de Doctrin. 
Hiubet ſemina Tranſubſtantiationis Bertram - 
nus, utitur enim vocabulis Commutationis c“ 
Con perſſonis. Bertram hath the ſeeds of 
Tranſubſtantiation, for he makes Uſe of the 
Words Change and Converſion, N. 5. 60, 
O10, ⁵⁰ 
John Seot Erigena is called by. Hincmar 
Seottigena, a Scot, he truly open'd the Way 
for Bereng arius his Hereſy ; and for this 
Heretical Opinion, and ſome other bad 


Pro- 1 


9 
Propoſitions, he was forc'd ignominiouſly 
Io fly from France and conceal himſelf in 
England, as our Hiſtorians relate : He was 
condemn'd in Synods at Verſailles, Lyons, 
Valencia, and ſeveral other Provincial 
Councils; writ againſt by Prad entius, Flo- 
ras, &c. Nicholas the Second obliged Be- 
rengarius to burn Scotus' Book with his 
_ own Hand; he died an Heretick in the 
Opinion of all. Our Biſhop of Chalcedon in 
his Flor. Hiſt. p. 358. tells us, that about 
the Year 950, ſome of the Clergy of Eng- 
land held, that the former Subſtance of the 
Euchariſticated Bread remain'd after Con- 
ſecration, whom St. Odo, then Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury confuted, and converted by 
2 Miracle done whilſt he celebrated 
_ Maſs. Hence *tis very probable, faith 
he, that John Erigena had ſown the Seed of 
his Doctrine in Exgland, where he died in 
283. On the contrary it was manifeſt, that 
„Oo and all the Engliſh, except a ſe ſe- 
dauc'd by Scotus, and afterwards converted 
by that Miracle, did believe Tranſubſtan- 
tiation. Nay, he aſſures us, p. 364. That 
this John Scot did broach his Errors at 
Malmsbary, and that *tis probable that A- 


_ fric Biſhop of Cridy ſuck'd in that Venom 
there, whom Biſhop Uſber affirms: to be 
the Author of the Saxon Homily, which is 

falſly attributed to Alfric of Canterbury. 

vid. Ep. Chal. p. 40, 91, 364, 8. 


. 
If the Sacramentarians could produce 
ſuch Evidence againſt Paſchaſius, as here 
is againſt John Scotus Erigena, they might 
lawtully accuſe him of an Innovation in 
this Myſtery ; but ſince he had the Church 
and Current of Writers on his Side, 'tis 
too evident, that Scotzs was the Parent of 
the Sacramentarian Novelty, and they, the 
Followers of that Opinion, are condemn'd 
e 
And as the Authors who preceded Be- 
reng arius ſtrenuouſly maintain'd the Real 
Preſence to be the Doctrine of the Church, 
ſo alſo did the School Divines who ſuc- 
ceeded his Condemnation. Biel, in Can. 
Miſſæ: Lect. 40. Altho? it be expreſly declar' d 
in Scripture, that the Body of Chriſt is truly 
contain d under the Species of Bread, yet we 
1 not expreſly in the Canon of the Scripture 
how the Body of Chriſt is there, whether by 


Converſion of ſomething into himſelf, or whe- 


ther without Converſion his Body begins to be 
with the Bread, the Subſtance and Accidents 
of Bread remaining From theſe and ma- 
ny other Authorities of the Saints *tis held 


that the Body of Chriſt is in the Sacrament by 


Tranſub#antiation of the Subſtance of the 
Bread and Wine into the Body and Blood of 
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e Chriſt's Body, whoſe Word made all Things 


Oat 
Darandas, who bath the Title of Temera: 
rias Doctor, for his bold Aſſertions, owns, 
That the SubF#ance 75 Bread and Wine is 
Converted into the Subſtance of the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt; and altho* that Manner be 
really true, yet it cannot be denied but that 
another Manner is poſſible to God, viz. That 
tube Bod) and Blood of Chriſt might be inthe 
| Satrament, together with the Subſtance of the 
Bread and Wine, 4. and Numb. 9. And 
Numb. 18. But becauſe this Manner ought 
not to be maintain'd as true, ſince the C harch 
hath defined the contrary, which is not pre- 
ſum d to err in ſuch Deciſions, therefore hold- 
ing the former Opinion of the Bread being 
chang d into Chriſt's Body, I anſwer to the 
contrary Objections, &c. Tunſtal De Eu- 
char. affirms, that chro God Almighty's 
Power, to whom nothing is impoſſible, the 
Change of Bread (by Tranſubſtantiation] 
ſeem' d to Innocent III. and thoſe who ſate 
with him in Council, to agree beſt with the 
| Woras of Chriſt, This is my Body — And 
cenſuring thoſe, who deny'd that Change, 
as oppoſing Chriſt, he tells us, that if we 
will believe ſuch, neither Chriſt, nor the Holy 
Ghoſt can change Bread into the Subſtance of 


of Nothing. 


From' 


From theſe few Obſervations the Reader 
may juſtly conclude what that Doctrine is 
which. the Catholick Church, at preſent 
holds and always taught concerning the 
| bleſſed Sacrament of the Altar, viz. The true 
and real Fleſh and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, ſub- 
ſtantially Preſent, tho* Invifibly, and imper- 
ceptible by our Senſes. That the Fathers, 
in their ſet Diſcourſes to inſtruct the Peo- 
ple in the Nature of this Myſtery, expreſly 
inculcated it. That the Adverfaries of this 
Doctrine are not able to inſtance the Time, 
Place or Perſon when, where, or by whom 
it was introduc'd ; ſince the Authors they 
produc'd are ſhewn to have been ſtrenu- 
ous Aſſertors of it, extoll'd by the moſt 
eminent Writers of that Age, and pro- 
moted. On the contrary, that the Broach- 
ers of the Sacramentarian Novelty, viz: 
firſt, Scotus Erigena, and after him Beren- 
garius, were condemn'd for Hereſy ; and 
that thoſe few ' School-men cited by 
them, whoſe Authority in other Matters 
is diſregarded by them, poſitively ſtand 
up for the ancient Doctrine as defined 6 
the Chureh. In ſhort, the Latin, Greek, A- 
lexandrian, Syrian, Coptic and Indian 
Churches unanimouſly declare the 
Real Preſence in the Sacrament by Tran- 
. OS. ſabſtantiation 
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